
THE TROUBLOUS TRIAL.
Henry C. Bowen Disposed Of

as a Witness.

THE DAMAGE OF HIS EVIDENCE

An Important Point Regarding the
Triple Covenant.

WHAT BOWEN" REFUSED TO SIGN,

Woodley, the Negro Witness,,
Again Contradicted.

No Agreement to Burn Up the
. Scandal Papers.

Mrs. Tilton Said To Be Prepar¬
ing a Statement.

Mr. Bowen ascended the witness stand again
yesterday rooming. Ilo used his handkerchief
frequently ou Ills eyes, as If atlilcted, like so nuny
more or the brethren, wlih tho lachrymose weak¬
ness of i'lyntouth cnurcn. In regard to a letter
tf Mr. Heectier's which was read, to the effect
that in Ms last interview with him ne (Bowen)
grew more and more lrtendly to him. Bowea tea-
11 tied that there w.ia no eUuuge la his feelings to¬
ward Beechor from beginning to end of the In¬
terview. Wnen this point of tlie examination was
reached.and it was only hair-past eleven at the
time.to the astonishment ot everybody, Mr. Ful-
lerton anuounced, "That's all." A great deal
more was looked for. It. wan the old story of the
niountalu in lah»r an 1 tne mouse hetn;: the
mighty otlspring of the parturition. Bowen, for
months, lias given the public tne notion
that be has the key ot the secret,
that be had suttldcnt material In his possession
to destroy either side. The pre^s called loudly for
Bis production ou the witness stand. Tho truth
was sadly wanted, and Bowen alone was the man
who could lurnlsh this rare and desirable luxury.
Bowen by his oracular utterances helghteued

THE POPULAR DELUSION
that he carried around in the gloomy recesses of
his soul the terrinie facts that lay at the bottom of
the scandal. So, a ter all, the potential Bowen
leaves the stand without fulfilling anything like
the promlst-s made on his behalf. It mav b'e said
In his behalf that he came 011 as a rebuiral wit¬

ness, and uad no such freedom of statement as if
he were In the line of direct examination on the
main issue.
Mr. Evarts read over Horace B. Claflln's evi¬

dence, where ho swears that the agreement
reached by the arbitrators was that all the papers
In the scandal should be burned and the $7,000
paid. Mr. Bowen distinctly dental ever having
heard a word about the burniDg of papers. No
¦tipulation ot the kind was made. He said ne was
¦till a member of Plymouth church, and it Is known
that ne and all his family took communion thero
last Sunday.

THE CROSS-EXAMINATION
of Mr. Bowen was a aull ptecj of Dusiness. He
told as to how the contracts between Mr. Tllton
and the Union and Independent were carried out;
bow Mr. TUton's salary was paid and various mat¬
ters In regard to the arbitrators, all of which
have been related many times over, tno difference
being that Mr. Bowen contradicts Mr. Beecner and
several witnesses for the defence In his version
of the story.

ONE IMPORTANT POINT
was developed in the redirect examination.
Bowen, when the original draft of the tripartite
covenant was sent mm, refused to sign it. Mr.
Fullerton showed It to him and asked him to
point out the words in the covenant he refused to
abide by. w itness said they were crossed over in
ink, and the words he desired to have substituted,
to 'as to conscientiously enablo him to put his
signature to the document, were written in with
pencil. The following are the words he ctossed
over:."I believe that these charges, Im¬
putations and innuendoes are without founda¬
tion in fact, and 1 disavow them." Tne
substituted words wnich subsequently went
Id are. "I sincerely regret that these charges,
imputations and Innuendoes have been made, and
l withdraw them." Here will be lound the chief
lood for reflection. Bowen clearly knew of the
Charges and was unwilling to sign a document
mat disavowed the slanders heaped upon his
pastor.

It was always till yesterday a puzzle why
Bowen did not sign the first drait of the tripartite
agreement. Tho explanation is now at hand and
bo also is tho explanation why Tllton refused
to give his signature to the same paper. At the
period Tllton said he would sign It len times over
If Howeu signed it once. Bowen would not agree
to its terms, and he kept the paper for a night to
devise some methoO ot living nearly equal satis¬
faction to the mo<t Interested party to the trans¬
ition.Beecber. in the morning the paper was

returned, wito 'he emendation already given,
and wnen '.hat was incorporated he gave his
signature and the rest followed suit.
On the redirect Fullerton offered a question

which lie said ne had inadvertently omitted on
the direct examination, to the effect if at any
time he (Bowen) stated to Mr. Beecber any
charge that affected his moral character. An ar¬

gument lollowed and the Judge ruled it ont, much
to tho disappointment of tho plaintiff and his coun¬
ted The Judge deemed the question too remote, and
though Beach and Fullerton worked hard to get It
in Ills iionor was inflexible.

ANALOGIES.
Mr. Evarts asked Bowen minutely about the dif¬

ferent steps and processes In the affair of arbltra-
tween him aim Tllton. Some people surmised
that the only purpose for so many Inquiries was
to satisfy Mr. Evarts as to the degree ot analogy
between the Tilton-Howen arbitration and that
greater one at Geneva where the great counsel
took so prominent a part.

IN GOOD SPIRITS.

perhaps It is to be an era of good feeling before
the trial ends. When Bowen descended irom the
witness stand at recess Beecher snook hands with
tlm. In the Plymouth churcn circles the fratrrnl-
wtion of the brethren was nnusually rerdtel. Tll¬
ton was la uncommonly good humor at the end
¦r the day's proceedmes. He was ready to laugh
and joke with anybody. His lawyers were jubi¬
lant. and the defendant's iawjera were not behind
them In manifestations of joy at the great success
of their aid*. And all the delight was so unal-

THE rROCEEPISOS.
iu<i<TA Noii«on tooK ois Beat on tli® bcncu atr*To?c!ock and'after coiisldtrtblo cleiay the

examination o. Mr. Henry 0. Bowen was re'tuncd,
and 111 response to Mr. Fullerton he testilied as

°u. Returning to the -20th of December, l 'Jesiretoliak you haw long prior »o the meeting 011 uie
day auer i hristmas did jou see Mr. BerJieif A.
Tue following ^rihfmtti; 1 Muff Dim ou tM lit or
January at ins house; it was nothing more than a
formal can; l hau no special conversation wltniitui in rcierence 10 Mr. niton on that, 'lay, i
uteres sta ed mat his relations with til'! papor
bad ceased: that was early in tne evening, auont
Bve or six o'clock; I announced it. to lilton on the
Saiupiav inorniiiir previous which was the 3lst 01
December; I visited .Mr. iseecuer me following
morning, about tune o'clock; Mr. Beechei was not
present; I tlm not reply to Mr. Weeoiicr's W'tter of
the-<i 01 Jaunary, i»7i, wnlcn wan produced yes¬
terday.

y. i want to call your attention to an expres¬sion In that letter if Mr. needier in wnicn ne
tavs, Mincc 1 saw you hi t Tuesday." L»nl you see
Mr. Ocecuer ou tic < uesday reieifeU 'of a, I have
u$ recollection.
u. Have v u stated all you said to Mr. Beectter

la tmu conversation » A. All tuat I recollect; ne
.luted that Micro ad »>een stones In circ ulation
in reference to the morals of Mr. l liton. which, he

¦aid, I otaht to »«ow, but tbe particulars of which
1 don't tecoilect.

ij. Did anvmlng more occur at tliat interview
on Moodav alter New Year's L)a> ? A. lie naked
me wnetnsr 1 w.ia ireudlv to mm; 1 sold our dif-
ierences were settled, and He stated be was giad
to bear It.

Q. lud he use the words "Will you stand by
me as it friend ." A. Only as 1 stated it to vou.

o. Did you promise to become more Irieudly to
blm ?
Mr. Everts objected, and alter a lengthened dis¬

cussion tbe question was put as tollows:.
y. In that interview did you Bar or do anything

indicating fr,endWae»s toward Mr. Ueecber more
than vou had expressed. A. 1 mado tue call with
Iriendl.v feelings; the.v continued during the inter¬
view and remained when 1 lelt.

VHK CROPS' EXAM1N ATIOU.
By Mr. Evua.Suy.lf mat Is the letter and tbe

envelope you t<»< to Mr. Ueecber? A. 1 cannot
swear positively: there are marks upon It as hav¬
ing been opened uud closed.

Q. llave you any recollcction whether Mr.
Beecber ever opened it? A. I have nut; 1 don't
kuow whether Mr. Beecher observed thnt it was
an open letter; It bad been In my possession two
or tureo hours beiore 1 gave it to Mr. BeecUer; 1
gave it to Mr. Beecher at my house.

q. Had there been a conference at voar bouse
that dav? A. That morning; Mr. Tllton and Mr.
Johnson ha i called at my nouse desiring to see
m«; taey said uie.v would come on TueBOay moru-
lnjr, anil I said 1 would see them wr-.en tliev came;
tbev came early la tbe lorenoon; it wasuefoie
eleven; thev remained atjout two hours, and the
topic of conversation was tnat lor wnicn the ap¬
pointment was made; Jolinsoii lo It at twelve
o'clocR and Mr. Tiltun soon after, pernaps iliteen
minutes; the prolonged interview was oetween
u» three.

o. Hid you write to Mr. Freeland tbat day ? A.
1 did; 1 have not a copv of tbat letter; I don't re-
meiuoer at what hour ol the uay I sent the letter;
1 leoelved a verbal answer when the messenger
returned; John E. Bowen, my son, wua tue mes¬
senger.
q. now soon ufter you got the return message

that \ou went to see Mr. Beecher ? A. Four or
live o'clock in the atternoon.

l;ld you see anybody at Deacon Freeland's
house besides Mr. echer ? A. I do n'ot recollect
seeing any oue; Mr. Freeiaud may nave been there,
but I don't recollect.

y. Do you remember whether your Interview
witn Mr. Beecber was by pasiitriu or light of day ?
A. 1 don't rem -mtier; the interview was I11 the
front parlor; 1 don't remember how many persons
lived in tne nouse; tfte loldlng doors 01 the parlor
wore closed When I «en to ; tue room was empty
when I went there; 1 think 1 remained about hair
an Hour.

Do you remember when you got to the house
whom you saw tnore waning lor you? A. I do
not recollect, nor uo 1 lemember having a conver¬
sation with a gentleman on my return, uor do 1
remember convening with a gentleman beiore 1
went, to see Mr. Beecber.

y. When you reeeived that letter of the 2d Janu¬
ary uld you read It ? A. 1 did, auu nave pre¬
served It.

q. Wuen you read that letter did It occur to yon
that the note presented a different view ot wnat
had passed oetween you on the. 20th from what
bad really occurred ? A. It did not make such un
impression; I first

rol.l) MK. 1II.TON OF 1113 REMOVAL
on Saturday, and alterward, by let tor, 011 Mon¬
day; don't remember the precise temis 1 used ; at
the interview at my bouse I intimated to blm it
wa". nn intention to dispense with bis services: 1
told him 1 was dissatisfied with him and would
terminale all relations, and we parted wltnout
any qualification of mat.

y. Did you have another interview with him
that week ? A. I don't recollect; my announce¬
ment on Monday was not Uual, as 1 did not deter¬
mine to remove hun until Hie Saturday lollow-
1112; the announcement was inudo in tbe Union
oUlee; 1 have 110 recollection of seeing him ttiere
again; later in tue tiny 1 sent him a lormal no¬
tice. (letters produced and read).one was irotn
tne J/i>Jejie>uleiU and tlie other from tlie Union.

(J. Hid yon receive any answer from Mr. Tnron ?
A. I think 1 did, out I ain not positive; so far as 1
know I Have no such paper, though I have an im¬
pression that l received some reply.

q. Did you think you were mdeoied to Mr. Til-
ton wi.en you wrote tnat letter, at tbe termina¬
tion of those contracts ?
Mr. Fullerton objected on the ground jhat Mr.

Bowen was willing to pay.
Judge Neilsou said lie would not allow the wit¬

ness to testuv wnat lie thought on tne subject.
q. You were entirely solvent at that time t A.

I had boen so.
q. Did you admit at any time tbat yon were In¬

debted to Mr. iiuonouttie termination of those
contracts ? A. 1 havo no recollection on ine sub¬
ject.

q. Did you at the time yon terminated those
contracts.did yon uuderstand mat you bad a
Justifying cause ior terminating them?
Exception taken.
y. Dm you admit yon were ready to satisfy his

claims, if any? A. 1 did.
Q. Did you say to anybody that you dtd not owe

Tllton anything?
Mr. Fuliertou.I object.
Witness.I uid not.
Mi. Fullorion.I withdraw tho objection.

(Laughter.)
Tne witness then stated tnat he owed Mr. Tllton

about $2,uoo ana a week's salary under the last
contract.

y. 10 wUom did you make tne payment, If any?
A. To Mr. .Moulton, who brougnt written authority
from Mr. 1 llion.

1 he contract between the witness and Mr. Til-
ton as contributor to tne fn'lependcnt ana man¬
ager ol tne BrooKlyn Union were here produced.

q. Who suggested the arbitration? A. Mr. Ciaf-
lin or Mr. Storrs; 1 am not positive; in the course
ol the arrangements l saw

PROOFS FOR THE OOLPEN AGE,
but I do not recollect who showed them to me.

y. Wnen did tbe naming ol arbitrators first
arise? A. 1 don't r member; 1 stated I would be
readv to leave it to arbitrators; I la I to remem¬
ber the person l named, but I thinn It was Mr.
CUflin; I did not understand whom Mr. Tilton
named.

y. How long before the actnal arbitration did
you see the proposed text or the tripartite agree¬
ment? A. Never beiore.

y. Did you remember receiving tbe Woodstock
letterr A. Yes: two or three davs s.ter tne set¬
tlement with Mr. TMton; tue letter n, some years
old : it is dateu Woodstock. June, 1863; this letter
was returned to me; I knew it was to be returned
tome the nay bcloro; 1 never asKed tor its re¬
turn, nor did I expect it.

y. Who brought voo tbe tripartite agreement t
A. It. was M . Llailiu; it was left w 1 n me over
night and "igned at. my ofllce the next aay.

Can you fix trie oav on wnich it was left with
you ? A. I caunot and I do not remember wnether
tne other signatures were on It when it was left
with me (oaper banded to witness); this is not
tile paper that was Islt one day and signed tho
next; the paper signed ijyjmo was not the one
that was lei 1 with mo tne day before.

(j. Who brought you the paper that you signed ?
A. Mr. i lallln; tne papers were brought to my
oitlce tn New York.

(4. 11.iw soon did you know, alter you signed It.
that tho others signea it? A. I non't know; but I
unders'ood they all absented to it beiore tncy
mgoed it: I did not keep a copy of the paper that
wis signed; I have no Ideu who was present at the
arbitration: 1 went wi ll Mr. stor.s, but 1 could
not .-ay who was there.whether .Mr. Tllton or
Mr. Claflm or Mr. Moulton was in the room; tne
aioitration took piaco in Mr. Mouiton's house, in
tne liming room on the parlor floor; I asked tbe
arbitraiors what we w re to submit and declined
to sunmlt anything unless in writing;

MK. Mot LTON MKM TOOK I P A PEN,
and we agreed to the document written out in Dia
handwriting; no witnesses were introduced; Mr.
Tllton presented nis case briefly; ne said the
object was to t>ettlo amicably the amouut which
be claimed; I don't recollect wnat tne amount
was, but in substance about $7,000; l don't recol¬
lect that he said anything else except as to tne
amount he eons.der»a du« to him; I said to tne
artutrators that would leave the whole question
lor ilieir settlement; Mr. Tiltou and I were
together in an adjoining room beiore the arbitra¬
tor- had come to a conclusion; I cannot give 1 lie
words 01 the award, nut l remember the amount.
Mr. Efarts here read the testimony of Mr. U. H.

Clu 11 in to the effect that he made tne award, and
suggested tbat nil the papers rotating to tho
scandal should l>c burned, and that Mr. Bowen
should pay $7,0oi>, and then asked the witness
whether he hud heard Mr. Claflln make the sug¬
gestion. Iho witness replied in a positive manner
that he heard n » part of It.

if. Do yon mean to say it was a fabrication f A.
I have no recollection ofit; I mean to sny no such
statement was made to me.

y. Ho yuu mean to sny yon do not recollect It t
A. I mean to say it would nave been Impossible
lor him to make it to me without recollecting it.

Q. Was no such statement made to yon? A. I
have no recollection of It.

y. Have you any recollection of anything of the
kind naviog been said? A. 1 have :t recollection
that nothing of the kind was said.

y. .so far as you know, nothing occurred out of
which sii. h a statement could be made ? A.
Nothing wnatertr.

y. Be so geoa as to state what yon do remem¬
ber? A. I may fiualiry my last itaiemeut by say¬
ing that there was a conversation in the ro m as
to makinu up friends, or something to that effect.

</. Might thai, remark 01 Mr. Ciadia's have been
nwie without yon hearing It? A. It mignt, but It
was not made beiore tne arbitrators; it Is en¬
tirely new to me; the roon^in wnlch the arbitra¬
tors sat wn« about seventeen feet br sixteen.
At this stage the Court took a recess.

AFTER THK ltECKS".
Before calling B01 en to the stand after recess

Stephen Pearl Andrt Ws was asked by Mr. Faller-
ton, at the suggestion, no doubt, of the gentleman
involved, wnat General Hammond did he mean in
his statement of the aay beiore, as belnir in tne
habit of visiting Mrs. Woodnull. "General Ham¬
mond of St. Louis." ".Not Surgeon General
Hammond ?" "No, sir." Had not Andrews been
stopped by the Judge he might have read tho
names of a hundred persons who were la tho
habit of vl. Itlne the Woodnull, and who, under
the alteiod character of the nouse of Woodnull,
might teel just as sensitive ns f-urgeon General
Hammond, who was mlslaitenly put dow n among
the list 01 visitors.
The qnestloua iu the crosa-exnmmatlon ol

Bowen were evidently collated with care. There
have been eager and experienced hands in tho
work, ami many snares were set to trip the !eet

of the lndepenlent editor, but tie wan a wary "mm,
picking uis way carefully mid chirping low and
aweet.
Jolin L. I.ongM, the last witness, one of Del-

moolco'a well Known stewards in the Broad street
restaurant, rained a Uug.i in toe beginning by
saying tie was forty years la the great caterer's
employment, though no one would venture to
swear that John's entire ace exceeded forty; but
then these reatauiant people have ion# ago dis¬
covered the elixir of ltie to keep inc bloom
and spirit of yonth bright and juicy Uko
a fresh tomato. Join swept away the
negro Woodley's testimony as to seeing Victoria
Wooahall in company with Theodore Tllton up
stairs in Delmonlco's down-town restaurant. He
showed that It wa» impossible they could be there
by describing the character of the upper story,
anl tuat no ladies or gentleman ever cam: there.
The cross-examination of Mr. II. C. Bowen was

about being resumed at a quarter past two o'uIock,
when
Mr. Fullarton said tie had a single question to

put to Mr. Stephen Pearl Andrews. Mr Andrews,
woo naa been sitting ue ir Mr. Fullerton. stood up,
and tne loliowlng question was put to him

Q. What Uuuerul Hammond was It whomyoa
mentioned yesterday as oelng present at Mrs.
Woodhuli's ? A. ueueral Hammond of St. Louis,
Mo.
Q. Not Surgeon General H immond ? A. No, sir.

BOWEN'S CttOSb EXAMINATION CONTINUED.
Mr. Kvaits.Ou p.me t574. in the testimony of

Mr. Charles Storrs, he Delug asked:.
"Q. Alter ihej came In whut was done? A.Mr.

Clatlin made Known to thorn Hie award.
..(4. State wnat tie said f A. Ue stated that the

award was that the three parties, Mr. liowen. Mr.
Tllton ana Mr. Beeoner, were to sign a paper
called tne 'Tripartite Agreement,' and thuc all the
papers were to he bnrued that the turn! parties
had that weie HKcly to make any trouble nere-
atter. and that Mr. Uowen was to fay Mr. Tuton
$7,000."
Toe witness said, in reply to Mr. Evaris.My

attention was called to tins testimony of Mr. .Storrs,
and 1 say the same us 1 .-aid beiore.

y. It. may have occurred inlormailv, but not as
announced with the award ? A. No, sir.
y. .Now, sir, 1 will ask your attention to what

a .other of tne arbitrators, Mr. Kreelaud, said:.
"y. Mr, Clatliu annouueed uie award ? A. He

did.
"Q. What did he say the award was ? A. Well,

In substance, he said hist that the papers were all
to be burned rel itlng to the scandal.

"y. w ell ? a. The next was.let 1110 see, 1 don't
exact'.v remember.

.y. Mr. H eeher's letter of apology ? A. Yes,
sir; 1 recoiled that Mr. Claflm.Mr. Clafliu was
the spokesman.

..y. Where was that said that that letter of
apology r. as to bo burned t A. ltlght on the
Upor.

..y. in the presence of whom ? A. All of them,
"y. What did Moultou and Tllton sav in regard

to buruing the latter ? A. 1 understood that they
assented to it; 1 didn't hear ax.y objection, not a
word."
Witness said.1 state most positively that

nothing of the kind was said in my presence; I
have some recollection, since 1 left this morning,
without having liad conference with any person
about the tripartite agreement, wnlch I would
like to stale. (Alter some discussion between
counsel on both aides, the subject was not gone
into oy the witness). Notning was said to me
about the tripartite agree nent until alter this
other one; nothtug was said to me anout any pa¬
per, and uo paper *as shown me until alter the
arbltraiion; I say that again. (The last part of
the answer was stricken out at tne request of Mr.
fcvarts.)

y. Now, sir, see If this statement of Mr. Storrs
lu another part of the testimony.see 11 vou recall
to your mind wnat happened tueti (rending):
"Mr. Howen said lie wanted what Is termed the
'Woodstock l iter,' " ana the arbitrators assented
tot'iat? A. No allusion was made to that wnat*
ever 111 my presence; 1 think Mr. storrs is wnolly
wrong about t.iat.

y. Now, sir, I will read what Mr. Claflln says .
"As to burning tue tapers Mr. Howen said, I have
no papers, but 1 would like the return ot the
Woodstock letter, which was agreed to." A. My
answer is the sauie.

y. Mr. Freeland says (quoting), "I remember
Woodstock was mentioned and about a letter I
think; Mr. Bowen wanted to hate that returned to
him and not burned ?" A. I neit tier asked lor it nor
was it mentioned that it suould be returned; I
got it in tne way that I mentioned this morning;
according to my recollection some of the editors
ol the /nUfpendent were in coniereuce with me on
Saturday nigtii, when I maue that engagement a
reason lor making tne appointment 01 Monday
with Mr. Johnson nnd Mr. Tllton; I think Dr.
Spear und Mr. Utadden; 1 am not positive, how-
ever; perhaps one or two otners; I cannot re¬
member; 1 believe 1 have beiore answered the
question ol Dr. Kggleaton being at my house on
the 26th of Decemoer; 1 have 110 recollection of It,
he msy have been there; ne frequently called,
but 1 have no distinct recollection; very likeiy
an appointment, was made with him on Saturday
to see me again ou Monday, but 1 don't leuiember
It; 1 nave no recollection of it one way or the
other; my memory is generally good; I think so;
when I don't rememoer a thing 1 do not feel au
a»Mirance that it dlu not taKe piace; 1 do not go
so lar as that: 1 tiunk 1 nave answered the ques¬
tion whether Mr. Kggleston did not come to my
house on the allernoon 01 December 2rt, by ap¬
pointment, and whether he did uot Liid Mr. Tllton
and Mr. Oliver Johnson there, oy stating that 1
have no recollection; 1 have uut said that it did
not occur; I have no recollection; I win not say
ao; 1 have said that 1 have no recollection ol Mr.
Kggiostou's being there or going away; this doe«
not reiresn me at all; 1 do not recollect Mr. Kg¬
gleston finding me putting on rnv boots prepara¬
tory to going out: I nave no recollection ol say-
Ins to h ru "If Mr. Tllton is as bad as we
think he la, he talks exceedingly well;" there
was nothing to that eflect that 1 recollect; 1 do
not recollect asking Mr. Kggleston tuat aiteruoon
to go ujwn and *ej a certain lady and toieport
to him tne result; it is not impossible; it may
have occurred; l uo not remeinner on tuat
occasion tapplnir my pocket ana saving 1 nad a
letter from Mr. Tilion to Mr. needier; l will not
say that it did not happen; 1 have no recollection
ot saying I had a letter from Mr. Beecher. or any-
tniug equivalent to that; I do nut recollect that
Dr. Kg«;estou returned that cveinn.; after dark
with a menage iroin a lady ts wnoin 1 nad sent
hi 111; there was nothing ahont it whatever; 1 do
not remember aayiug to tutu then, or tuat eveu-
lug, "l nave just been to Mr. ueccner," or "to see
Mr. Beecner."
y. -Hie is a good Irlend of mine, ol yours; he is

deugpied that Mr. Tiitou is removed, and says he
Is 1 tie worst man In tne world, and tuat Mrs. Ill-
tou is a saiut going to heaven be.oro tier time?"
(Luugnter.) A. I have no rec ulection of the kind,
y. No i>»rt of itr A. No, sir; no parr.
y. Do you sar that it uid n«ir A. No. sir; there

wits a great deal said on the subject; I do not
knuw wneuter that was said or no.; still it is not
impossible.
y. Did yon then say to him that Mr. Beecher bad

told you teiriole things about Mr. Tuton? a.
Same answer.
y. You don't recollect? a. No.
y. This does not revive It in your memory? A.

My impression is 1 uid not; 1 would not say posi¬
tively; I believe Mr. Beeeuer was at Mr. tree-
land's when 1 went there, but I will not be posi¬
tive) I ihiuK he was; 1 uave not a suill uentiv tus-
tiucc memory about It to say positively; 1
thiuK he was lu tue room when 1 got there,
bu: ne mar have come in a moment alter;
the answer my messenger bi ought upon
tins matter was "Yes;" 1 snnpiy requested
Mr. Kreelaud 10 make an appointment
at a certain nour and let me know if it could not
be fulfilled; ne rea 1 tlie note and s.iH "Yes;" that
was the tne-sage my messenger orought back.
nothing definite; I was not sure 01 meeting nun;
1 expected It. However, because 1 requested miit
t<> make toe appoint incut and let me know; "Yes"
was tue ouly appointment that was made; I
wanted to knuw 11 the appointment cou d oe
maue; 1 do not rccoiicct the" precise nour 111 the
afternoon; it may nave been tour or five o'ciock,
or early in the evening; it mignt nave been as
late as six o'clock or as eauy as four or live
o'clock; toe message 1 sent to Mr. Kreeiand was
that four or Ave o'clock or any other hour would
do, 10 suit his convenience; the only answer I
got was "Yes;" 1 selected tue nonr myself and
went at the tune speciued in the note; l went at
a certain uour, as 1 supposed; .Mr. Beecher was
not sent lor after 1 got there; lie w.is there; 1 am
sure lie was not sent for; I don't think l waited ir
lie wns not tnere. not a minute; 1 think he was
mere; 1 cannot say positively,
BKKCIIBR UKCLAKINO THAT T1LTOM WAS CIUZY.
y. i»ow, wnat passed between you ? A. 1 snook

hands with bun when I entered tne room, and
saiu tuat 1 was the bearer 01 a letter iroui Mr.
Til tou 10 him, and we sat dowu; ne read this let¬
ter, and, as 1 said, he put It 111 his pocket and
made no reply
y. Yes, tor the moment. A. I asked him then

wi.at reply ne nad to make to the letter; lie stated,
with a moment's hesitation, "Trie man Is craxy,*'
or "1 think he is crazy something like that.
y. Well, did you puisne thi subject auy lurther?

A. The subject was talked vi r.
y. Diu you pursue tue subject ? Ue gave yon

the answer he was crazy ? A. I asked mm wnat
lie nad to say, auu ins reply at first was, "Are you
iriendly with ine, Mr. Howen r" 1 said, "I am; we
have settled nil our differences: 1 come as a friend
and uesire a friendly luterview; 1 come in no other
way than as a irtgud."
y. Well, did your manner indicate your sincer¬

ity f A. It did; most assuredly I lutended It
aliotild.

y. Yon felt it sincerely t A. I felt it.
y. Did yon show it? A. 1 don't think I did; I

was courteous aud polite,
y. No; out on tuts matter of your friendship, did

you snow it decidedly ? A. I am not ante to re¬
member, sir.

y. Well, joa meant to be understood that yon
was really his mend? A. 1 weut with lrtenuiy
spirit.
y. And »o told him ? A. I no told him; lie asked

me that questiou, however; 1 did uot ten linn un¬
asked.

y. low did you get on further In the cpnvcr-
sat ion ? A. A.ter he asked me that question and I
answered It, lie tntd tie whs happy to near it, and
then lie trKcd me if I knew any tiling in regard
to tne t. nuo.es 111 Mr. ilium's iauiliy.
O. What din you say to tha»? A. I aid that I

did no> spec inly ; 1 knew ot some trouoleu but I
hud heard homing in articular.

y. Whit 1 n.id you heaidf A. I dad heard son.o
things, about htm, but in trc Until'/ 1 did not kuow

! anviniiig about.

im?]' hJur.T'imJ??. A" Mr' T,l,OD aad TUton; 1
i» vf f ? 0 ,nHt

Mr Cuec',VlyUUl °!ll,V fSK.'.n9tiVuu w'nat >OU told to

BOLiSflff .
°,u Ur- li- Ctiyr mat 1 kne w

k! O rtuf ?, I, S 1 eom,; K*i er«l rn intra 1 <i;d

repiy.' 80 'Ut0 UBtjll#: vai my ilrsc

t,
Wow did ynu (jer on after thnt? A. Mr

?eraClH,rn?avi(|lt,,VVt "" w "aU rL'celVei1 «Oiue lot-

.* <w vrryS; :K'.w 2.'!. ""Bc»
thnik^hth»1i»liV«wSttv to 1m A- I .iBKcd htm, I

warlii Hi ? H . *ere l)r,k'lltr; lie said "Not I
. «!,!* I" ^a,vo you c"u "'V house and set.

eveniuor and see him°or nis'wiJe, oniy mat aa waa

tue u«t\^?u*u^.U® wwulu llk0 l0"UttVtt »«c«U

0 IrJL't*J?,1? 'jT Ws wlfe A wife.
Q» VVfcat am you say to tnat? a. i said I did

not care t<> call uei e mr cell: Mm I had sneciui

3!Si.w "acl "»
*rt. ISohTrVl'ffi1 """" ."

Q. Wnut rcDl.r did he make to that? A. I minic
he said toat to wou.u make mat uit right; i ank-d
him, I tiiiok, li He would press it; i ti.luk no said
he had an engagement: he wan to ao our. oi ti.wo
or somei iiiiiif, but ihut ir, would ail be arruujcci J
tneu uesita o.l uoout nivim* him a reply; out. at
hia nr^eui request I said I would jto there, aud 1
did call the ilex' moru:uk . Mr. Beecner spoke of
Mr. intnn in a general way; ne spoke oi lacta uod
names tnat X oiu nut know, out some ttuujjs i did.

were those tacts and names connected with
ladies or Women? A. l'ney were m sevo al in-
siauees, i think, out i am not, positive about it; I
knew tno parties whoso n;imes were mentioned
oj i eputatJou, hu tluu win n tue iiaiue was men¬
tioned it convoked personality to me.

g, What did >ou say to tnat? A. I .-aid 1 was
®wai'o'here were dumauing reporis lu regard to
Mr. Tilton iu that relation; lie said what lie had
hoard was of a similar character, but he only
spoke of it in a general way; I named some things
in,it 1 iiiid heard ; i spoke ». eueraily, also, and said
wnoti 1 had severed my ri lations wuli Mr. futon
asediior, that i nad leasons lorihat step, and
additional reaso s to sever my coiiueetiun witu
V? entirely nad come to me sinco the severance,
g. Did you sny anytning as to ihe number, quun-

t ty, or variety oi tuuse imputations ou Mr. 1'iiton,
¦ A cJonJu 'o your knowledge ? A. I do not

mink l did; i spoke oi them as a wnole, aud said
i nail hearu irom various sources tilings mat
¦uusnod me to end his relations with tiio two
papers. .

H- « tien you told him that, what did he reply ?
A. i do not remember tno reply mat lie made.

y. Do yoenmemoer whether his repiy was in
any way intended to dissuade you irom that de-
tei unuation ? A. i do not thiuk he made any re¬
mark when told nini this.

3

U- i'id ne tnvo expression to any dissuasion or
advice in the matter? A. No.

U. No'upiuion t a. No, because 1 had told lilin
what ! had done; I bad decided about it.

»,needed no dissuasion* a. .no, I think
Mr. U eeliei made no remark of dissuasion.

inu'wVih vou?UUUer!<UUa UW rouiai'K3 its concur.

ObjtCtPQ to.

Hu^li.V ua1,1'"Pre381°n did the instances orougiit up

HL \J; l0L'maKe 011 >our nnud as to dismi-s-

!iif^ : lllr;'h? a. My miud was made up as to
uismusiutf mm, and Mr. iieeeher dl«i notciiiiu-e it

Q. Afc*r you told Mr. Beeener tiiat your mind
was made up what further passed? a. lie re¬
quested uie to c, me to his house next morniuir to
look at me contents oi a number of letters: 1 think
that was all mat passed.

'

PVi!r,f9 rea'f a '?.uer from Mr- Uwher which
he nau addressed to Mr. Bowen. It contained me

m !tm,Un':.1)ass.a^eam ln'°rined by ouo whoso

n^»?i^ ,w i
ai 'ate®rlti 1 upon, and who has

meaus ot iorming an opiuiou better than any of
us, mat he knoA's tiio whole matter about Mrs.
®.Ule stories are not true, and that the
same is tue case with otuer stories.

Q. When you received tnat letter did your mind
recur to wnat Mr. lieecher had tolu you? a. 1

iC.a."«l.sa.y; c,ourso J noticed tne contents oi tne
let.er, l called ou Mr. Uei-cher on New l'ear's
Day; it was my usual practice to do so; i si.nnlv
announced to him that 1 had sundered the rela¬
tions oi Mr. i'ii toa as conirioutor to thj InJeuen-
aenl and as editor of iue Krooklyn Union', it is niv
impression mat 1 communicated mis information
to mm Junng the hours oi reception whi e ner
sons were caliiug.

' ° Fr-

Q. On tho 'jtith or December did Mr. Beecher
say anything t;, you in regard to a report he
had hearj uurinir tne month in reference to a
medltared separation netween Mr. and Mrs. Til-
ton? a. inat was in tue c nversatlon of tne next
morning; l cannot na.v it occurred mat afternoon
or next mornm*. but either that aiternoou o?
next moruing mere was something said on that
subject; 1 rannot determine wiietner it was iu the
afternoon or m tlic inot nitijr; I nave no memory
on ihe subject; 1 am one oi the founders oi i'iv.
tnoutn cnutcu aud um still conn -cted with it.

u<).we" tl,e" Identihed some letters he had
wriiteu to Mr. Beecher.

TUK HEDIUECT.

tw^.(rr«f.Ull^lon_^ -Mr- Uowen. look at those
."[oletters «n<i say u you addressed them to Mr.
I "ton ou or about tt.eir respective dates? a. 1
addressed them to him.

uS...* 01 """

?
d0 >ou kDOW wbere the drait of

to i agreement no«- Is tnat you refused
vo aijju t A. 1 do 1.01.
}f became oi it ? a. I don't know, sir.

I hun!iiu ^ourecollect what you did with it? a.
f?, .,! 10 *". l,u' 'y "'ho brought li to me.

Who was he ? A. Mr. ciailln.
you ouabied to state when that was, Mr.

Jbotren ? A. ifie outer
Q. Ve3. A. 1 cannot.
u. I call your attention to the date of the tripar-

J -® uijreeuient as it was sinned, being April j

L seems to be beiore tne arbitration.»ad
*" r

unue,!itauu wny mat w a on n ?

<i m ^ a '5? 9*y wnf ,ho fate was there.
Dk> you recollect tf tiio pflj er ttiat was first

presented to jou as Hjo oraft oi tne tnpurtito
agreement purported to have been drawn ud
sevetal days beioro il was presented to you an<i
dated accordlnaiy ? a. My recollection is mat ma

Kjf "o.1 Cotne to me until after the money
was p.ml, add 1 am attic to say that wheu it was

presented ro me I made this statement tnat as
Mr. 111 ton aud myseit

uttl "

Mr. Porter.We obji-ct to this.
Mr. J-'ullerton.1 thiuii that Is proper.
Judge Neilson.Certain y; I think It is.
1 he wituess.ioat as .ur. llitou auu myself had

.ettied our difficulties, and as Mr. Beech#" and
myseif h id sealed them, tnat

uuu

.n. .
1 2AW >0 *1SA80}" WHY I SHOCLD SIGN

Kr l" diatineOj' mjU° ta'feroaiarl<- -ud romem-

q. liut jou don't recollect tbe date or tne in¬
strument mat wan first presented to you f A. No
on, 1 don't; uot tin; second.

q. Aunr, sir, what was in that first paper thus
presented wiuc.i you objected to?
Mr. hvarta.ibat i oiiject to. The paper that ta

herd will speak lor it.-oit.
.Mr. Fbllerton.la rue paper here ?
.Mr. Evjria.We iiavo two papers here.
Mr. Ku'lerton.Let ine hare tne otner!
y (showing paper.) Look at tuts paper, which

is -Exhibit l), li.i,- aud .uy whether you re.'og-
niza it as tne first dralt iliai was t resented to yon
as tne tripartite agreement r A. 1 oei.evc this to
be tne first t aper.

q. Now wilt rou be kind enough to indicate, by
lean pencil, tbe paragraph which von rrfuseo {to
sum. or tae paragraph io wbicli you raised an ob¬
jection f Jum murk it so 1 can rest) it, Mr. Uowuu,
please. A. The paragraph, the words crossed, I
mused to sign ; ail tue words crosseu I rem ed to
assent to.

y. Do yon recollec. Mr. Bowen, wnether vou
crossed tnai paragraph oat at the nine it was pre¬
sented to your a. 1 did.

y. And look, please, at tbe Interlineation, in
ieau pen II. and say whether it us iu your hand¬
writing? A. It is in my handwri ing.
y. And tne euieudatiou you made at tne timer

A. At tbe tune or woile 1 bad it; mat evening and
pari oi next morning, or before l delivered ic
baclt.

y. And it is an emendation, in lead pencil, Indi¬
cating a paragraph whicu you were willing to sign
us a substitute lor tue one you crossed out? A.
It dues.It uoes, li I signed any.

Mr. Kullertou .I propose io read wlia' Is crossed
out and what is suosutumu in its place, mat
which is crosaed ont reaos »a lollows:.-1 declare
that these charges, imputations and innuendoes
are without auy loundatl »n in lac t« the best of
my kuowiedge and beilui. ' What is substituted
in its puce, m lead peneiL is as unions:."1 sin¬
cerely regret i.avinz made au.v charges or.1 sin¬
cerely r'grei having made auy imputation*,
charges or innuendoes unfavorable to tne christian
character oi Mr. iieeoner." Mow, Mr. Uowen,
>ou may stale Wbetuer, with that alteration of
yours
a brief controversy as to the two paoers ensued,

anu ,Mr. Fntlerton put another question.
y. Look also at, the bead oi page a, upon tida

papei, Mr. Bowen, and say whatMryou intended
to erase me word --disavow." a. aid.

u. And what did you substitute in its place? A.
itli naw."

q. withdraw all? A. Withdraw an.
Mr. iieacu- ihe word "dis»vow" is still retained

in ;ae p.mer that wail suBscqufBtly executed
Mr. Fulurion.iho original iead, "And I ex¬

pressly disavow tne charges, imputations and
innuendoes reputed as havinir beeu made and
nucr-d oy me.'' ho word "disavow" is erased,
Mr. Iiowt*n says, aud the words "withdraw all'5
sutistiured In it* pi ice instead.
Mr. beach. 1 hat's so, when the paper was exe-

cu ed.
p.y Mr. Fullerton.Look at tbe original draft,

Mr.* Bowen, Hill, stai* whether you struck our.
tnese Words aiter the word* -I kuoW nothing."
Did you strike out tne words "derogatory to ms
reputation as a clergyman or a man A. I dlu.

y. And dlu yo« insert in their place msiead
any thing e se ? A. i did.

tj. And it so, what? A. Those words.
y. Nam< iv. "which should previ ni me irom ex¬

tending to him in most cordial friendship, conti¬
nence stid Christian fellowship."

llOWBN'd lUMUIIAMCH O!-' I MR I.< T KKS.
Q. At the time oi the uroitratiou did you know

an»ttniitc about vrhat is kimwii as the letter of
apology? A. oid no., thatl remember.

tj. At the umo oi the signing ot tun trlparrlto
agreement did you know any thing abttu it? a.
Not that I recollect.

q. At tiiiu time did you know or the existence
ot any of tuo-u other letters.namely, the tetter of
Kelt u.\r* ft, 1H52? A. What aooutr

(]. Well, it is u tiotoiious letter. A. I don't
kn >v.
Mi. Kvart .Mr. lieerher's letters.
Mr. lieaen.! ,iose gneu in evidence in the

course ot tue trial.
tie witness.l can't tell you until you show me

the letiers.

Mr. Fullerton-Wnilc they are Xomug up taoss
exhibits. Air. Bowen. i will ask you whether, at
iiio time of toe iiroltruuoa. you ail not call the
ut eution of I lie urbitrt ors to section 0 in the
contract between your«>ei( uui Mr. niton relating
to ilia lna-pendent, wnlch la i.a fallows:.'-Xma
coutract way r>» terminated by either party at
am time uy paying ii> the otner party tiie sum of
$2,5uo. or by tne death of either or oy mutual
con-fur, and iu nontner way." Do yon recollect
In# calling tlie attcntlou ot tne arbitrators 10 mat
clause? a. I trunk ne did.

Q. And do you also recollect, Mr. Bjweu, that lie
cahcd tiie attention of the arbitrator* to the other
contract, in respect to n e Daily t'nion or tnu
Brooklyn Union, sections !S auU 11, which l will
read?
Mr. Fullerton then read a lengthy agreement,

entered Into between Mr. Bowen aud Mr. Tl.ion
recning the terms ol the coutract.

uo you recollect ma calling attention to that?
A. I tniuK lie did.

Mr. Kvarts.Yon understand those contracts are
In evidence?
Mr. Fullerton.Y'es, bat I want to know whether

the tttientl .il of the arbitrators waa calieu to tno
aeveral provisions,

lo witness.And didn't Mr. Tilion In that arbl-
tration base his claim lor damages upon the re¬
spective i.ara>;raptis whicn 1 have now called your
attention to? a. 1 don't remember whether lie
ura ®nJ,re!J i l»e presented all the case irom his
olaUupOlQl,

7 mi C^i^°£r a,t,tontJon t0 tl10 letler of February
wv i *c 10 Mr- Mouiton, and ask

Whether you knew of it* exlsteuce at the time

nrnfn 0arblt'atl°n, °r tne signing of the trip-
whatever

A" 1 UavB no "collection oi it

.

1 ,nov,r ?aU y<?ur attention to tne letter of the
sauic date, from Mr. Beechcr to Mr. Tlitoo Did
you Know oi thai ? A. I did not.

1

J0U Kn"w anj"»'"K Of the existence
of ihe letter commencing, .. ilie blessing of u«d
rest upon you." it has no date, 1 believe ? A. No
sir.

* |
Q. I call your attention to the letter of February

6. 1372, and ask tno fame question with regard to
that commencing there ? indicating.) a. No rec¬
ollection ol it whatever.

y. Did you know anything at that time of the
chiirce .Mrs. Tilton had made against Mr. Beecher
in writlug ? !
Mr. Kvarts objected, on the ground that It waa

nor material or proper.
Mr. Beacli.We propose to prove ho had uo

knowledge.
Mr. Fullerton.This is concerning no knowledge;

It is competent lor in to prove mat he was entire¬
ly ignoraMoi tne existence of this correspondence
ana oi these various papers winch have been giveu
in evidence here, at the time of the signing oi the
triparnte ngreemeut.
Mr. Kvarts.i dou'i see how it Is material, but I

haven t car<-d anvthing about these letters: tnis
is not ii controversy between Mr. Boweu and Mr.
lieecner lis to whether he shou.d be held to the
tripartite nureemeut.
"OWEN NOT AWAKK OP MRS. TII.TON'S CBAKOE.
By Mr. !. utlerton.Did you know auythmg ol the

existence of any charge whicn Mrs. Tilton had
m.tdu against Mr. Beecher iu writing ? A. 1 did
not.

niit" 0ran' re,rac,loa ot t^iat charge ? A..1 did

Q. Or any recantation of the retraction T A. I
did nut.

Q. Now. Mr. Rowen, I understood you to say
that you itilormed Mr. Belcher on the Monday lol-

Mr! tuiouTUa l'ulldaC>'°U W°Uld "ieu discharge

Q. What time In tne day was that r a. it was in

judgeVeD1DS:: U WaS after 'UUr °'cl00*' 1 should

Was It before or after this letter waa written
to you which is marked Exhibit ? a. it waa al¬
ter that letter was received.

tf. You had received that letter before you told
Mr. Beecuer? a. Yes, sir; I reoeived it in the
morning and I told lum In tne evening.
Hy Air. Beach.What time, wttn reference to the

receipt of the letter, was the relation ol Tilton
sundered entirely witn your paper? A. On the
Saturday be.'ore the last day of the year.

Mr' »a~1 ca" ¦iour a"entlon to this
evidence ol Mr. Beecher:--y. Well, old Mr. Mi.nl-
tou s.iy that Mr. liowen charged t.iat you had con¬
fessed adultery to rum? A. 1.he did.ves: he
said so; I was only hesitating as to Whether it was
in that Interview or not; he said ao at some one
oi the interviews, and about that time. Q. At
about this time ? A. Yes, »lr. O. Well, what did
yoa reply to tout ? a. 1 tnlnk I lauirhed; I denied
It; wnen I coniess udnitery to Mr. Bowen
I am sure if. will be impressed upon my mind.
Q. Md joil say to him on mat subject whether
Mr. Boweu iiud ever made any such char.e to
you personally? a. 1 suld to him from tne origin
of the difficulties between Mr. Boweu and tue
down to J coruary or January aud February is7u
an I again occetnoer a«; there had been several
adjudications, arbitrations.that la, there had
been many conversations, but Mr. Bowen hud
never Had any difficulty with me except business
uuilculty, aud thai ne never, under any circum¬
stance-, made a statement whicn itnpll"a«icd mv
moral cuaiacter."
Mr. Kvarts.iiow does this become a subject of

redirect?
J

Mr. Beach.Contradicting Mr. Beecher.
^vartfi.itnot redirect; it does not

relate to auythlug tnat l Inquired about.
Mr. Fullerton.It Is n question we omitted to

put in the direct examination inadvertently.
Judge Neileou.Inadvertently?
Mr. Fullerton.Yes. My attention was called to

it during recess oy Mr. Beaon.
Mr. Kvarts.itns is a conversation given on our

part from Mr. Beecher as to what passed between
bun and ilr. Moalton.Mr Beecher and Mr. Mom-
ton, they haviue given Mr. Moulton's view oi toe
conversation between himself and Mr. Beecher.
Now tuat
Mr. tuilerton.Y'ou had better hear my question

flrsr. My question has uot been put, sir. 1 have
been waiting lor my iRarned adversary to hunt up
papers. My question is tnis.Bid you at any time
state to Mr. iieeeher anything, any charge which
Implicated his moral character ? Wait now under
the objection.

.Mr. Kvarts.All that nas been given in evidence
here is us to a conversation between Mr. Mouiton
and Mr. Beecher, and Mr. Beecher speaks ot that
conversation in contradiction of Air. Mouiton. Mr.
Bowi-u cannot do called to contradict mr, Beeciier
i® statement, because tne only statement
tnat Mr. Beecher made was concerning what
passed between nim and Mr. Mouiton (Mr. Evarts
reid the te?tiinou> as quoted by Mr. Fullerton
and continued;. All tnat is given is a part of tue
Conversation between Mou tou and Beecher. Mr.
Beec.ier had uo right to testify in regard to what
passed net ween Mi. Bowen aud him.
Mr. Fnlierton.We think tne question is a proper

one.
Judge Neiwon.I don't think it is a proper one.

I doirt tniuK we can take that.
STltl'OtJLK OVKK 111E WOODSTOCK LITTER.

Mr. ruller.on then procured tne celebrated
Woodstock letter from me witness aud offered
It lu ev.deuce, it Is a letter from Bowcu to liiton
written in isflj.

^

Mr. hvurts objected and asked how it was ma
tcriai.
Mr. Fullerton.It Is a letter to which attention

was called bv tne other side.
Mr. Kvarts.Not in the first instance.
Mr. fillerton.Yes, sir, in the first instance.

They asked Mr. Bowen to refer to it, and give its
date, and he weut to the letter and lean l.s date

Air. Kvarts. I uidn': use him the date. 1 asked
him h«.w old the Woodstock letter was, and he
said he couldn't tell wunout looking at It. Tom's
Ml. i lie Woodstock letler was spoken of by the
arbitrators as one of tnose papers thai were to be
disposed of. Notni.ig said about bu uiug it. nut it
was to be returned. Air. Boweuditlera irom litem.
1 hat does uot give a rignt to read it.
Mr. iieat ii.lnia letter, sir, was snown to Mr.

ueecher una the testimony of Mr. Alomton in re¬
gard to it was to tuts etreot:.. Q. Did you sta e to
,v»r. Bwecner wnat Mr. liiiou proposed to uo witn
that letler? A. Yes, sir. Q, What did you say
upon that subject? A. I told mm Air. liiton In¬
tended to punn.-h It. o- What did Mr. Beecher
say ? A. Mr. Bcec..er xald that the statement
that lie nad ever confessed to Mr. Boweu was en-
tlre.y untrue; he said he had had dilfciences with
Mr. Bowen aud settlements with Mr. Howen, and
wr. Boacu had never raised with him at any
such settlement any question of adultery; he said
lie presumed lie knew wnat tnat poriionof tno
letter reierred to," Ac. 1 propose to show by the
production ol tne letter and oy the evl-
uenco of Mr. Boweu that the statements
oi Mr. Beeciier upon that subject were un-
true; that this letter having been re,erred t<> in
tins letter wuich you siiiimlited to Mr. Beectier
Mr. Beecher having made remarks concerning
it.,he Woodstock letler aud Its contents.why,
we Soppose, sir, it naturaily and legally draws in

r"®eal ""elf, to be taken hi coLiiection
with the comii.eiitaries; that this part ol the evi-
deuce and e.m.iuct of Mr. beeouer cannot be
ptoptrly under-tood except in c nnectiou win
tne original paper, au instrument to wnirh tm-no
declarations aud tins conversation and tuese
references a luue.
Mr. h\arts.inls letler Is mnde somewhat

lamous In tue public consideration, thougn It
never has been kivt-n to the public, i.r Its neing
reierred io iu anoiher letter that has been mane
piiniic. >ow, l cannot understand how my learned
ii lends can seriously propose to give in evldeum
iierea letter written in tne tear by >ir. Bowen
Si'. £' ll,lon- 'r»" '. no evidence of nnytlung that
Mr. Bowen nas said to Mr. Beecher, and I am tin-

."e<! '.e ground on which a letter written
in 1st,3 Is to he given in evidence in tuts Issue,
wtiich is a matter winch had Us first beginning In

Air. Beach.It don't make any difference ai to
me or gin or the antiquity of lue letter. It is re¬
vived nt times, i he letter of Mr. Tnton to .Mr.
Bowen was shown loMr. Beocner.
Mr. Kvarts.Air. Beeciier says that's not so.
Mr. Beach.() yes, he said so.
Mr. KViii ts.lie said it waa shown to him at the

time It »as written.
Ju ige Neiisou said that he did not think that he

could admit the letter.
Mr. Beach..-impose this letter contains a etiarge

of the very (act tvnlch Mr. Beectier denies was
ever made against nlBi. At the time Ol mis con¬
versation spoken of ny .Mr. Mouiton, me fact, of
tile charge on tue part of Boweu against Beecher
of adultery aud oi moral Impropriety Was then
presented to ma mind, and ne stated that Mr.
Bowen never made any such charge. Can't
com radict mat statement anu show tiiat ne did?
We will prove it was made to Mr. Beecher.

Air. Kvarts.What .

Air. Beach.Uiat cnarge of Mr. llowen s.
Judae Neiisou.I tinitK. u is too remote and onaht

not tone received.
Air. 1-tillerton. inat's all, sir.
B.v Mr. Kvarts.I omitted to ask, Mr. Rowen, in.

advertentiy, a question. Mr. Bowen, did you ever
p«pcr heiore (showing mo yellow paner

contitiaiijg tne legend, *4Spoils from ueir fiiebds

ior tbeenr«bm«ntof old") f jL I
lection of u.

Q. i: you had seen it that night of the srbltra.
tin:), you would nave remembered It, woman'!
you? A. I should a.i.r I i.ovcr saw if before.

You diin", append !t 10 tHe check when
gave it to .Mr. Tliton » A. I did not.
This closed tUe examination of Mr. Bowea.

IJKLMONICO'S UEt'TKNA.VT.
John Napoleon Lon^m testite i that there was

no uprer resiaunnt la down town Delmonloo's)
that they did not move up stairs till June 27. 1874.
On the cross-examination the witness stated

that there was a lestaurant in tne basement, next
door to Delmontco's, tno entrance to which was
anout twenty-two feet from tne lorroer place.
The Court then adjourned till today at eleven

o'clock.

NEW YORK CITY.

Mr. Henry Moreaonse. of England, preaohed ti
the Church of the Uoly Trinity, Madison avenue,
lust evening, to n large congregation.
Mr. W. Li. Ormsby, Jr., led urea tbla evening

belore the New York Liberal Club, No. 30 Stuyve-
aant street, on "Educational Problems."
An oiTlccr of the Mueteenth precinct found the

body of a new born babe In the vacant lot at the
corner of Slxty-lourth street and First avenue,
yesterdav.
Jacob Ockleman, while at work at No. 53 Market

street yesterday morning, sustained a fracture oi
the right lfg by a barrel falling on him. He was
removed to Believue.
The disbursements of the St. George's Society

for the month of April amount in cash valne to
$383 90, distributed amongst 201 persons, includ¬
ing loti meal and lodging tickets.
Rev. w. II. Lcavell, of Jackson, Miss., delivered

a lecture last evening, in the Calvary Baptist
ehurcb, Twenty-third street, between Fifth and
Sixth avenues, on ..The Southern Problem."
The spelling match mama continues. They had it

at the Free Tabernacle Methodist Episcopal chnrob
In Thirty-fourth street last night. Prizes wer«
distributed, and Professor l)avld B. Scott gave oul
the words.
August Unger, residing In Hoboken, had hta

skull Jractured yesterday afternoon by a barrel
falling upon him from tno socond floor of the
store No. 145 Chambers street. He was taken to
the Park Hospital.
Corai troller Green paid yeaterday, through

Paymaster Falls, the officers and employes of tbe
Department of Public Charities and Correction,
including the lslaud* and hospitals, in lull to May
1, amounting to $23,340.
While at work on the new building corner ot

Fiftieth street and Third avenue yesterday after¬
noon John Hnssett, or Xo. 054 Third avenue, fell
Into the sub-cellar, susialning severe Injuries, lie
was taken to Bellevue Hospital.
Henry Bodenhelm, a merchant, doing business

at No. 129 Duauo street, died suddenly xasl
Wednesday evening while visiting some friends
at No. 238 Bnst Nineteenth street. Coronor Wolt-
mun will hold an luquest in the case.
The commendation of meritorious boys of Gram*

mar School No. 35 was yesterday witnessed by#
number of visitors. Short speeches weie made by
ex-Governor Seymour, Mayor Vaux. of Pniladet-
phla; James W. Gerard, School Inspector Fifth
district; Professor Hunter, of the Normal College,
and Commissioner Wootf. Among those present
were also commissioners D>wa and Baker and
Messrs, Schell. Hri'ton. McLean and Wtrl, School
Trustees. Inspector Kimball presided, and de¬
clamations were glveu by Masters Clarke and
Liman.

BROOKLYN.

Isaao Davis was committed by Justloe Eamea
yesterday lor forcibly entering the premises oi
Oswald Edien and stealing wearing apparel.
Superintendent of Folic? Folk yesterday issued

a generul order requiring the members of tb«
force to wear their summer clothing on and alter
tbe 8th lust.
Frederick Scbmellng, the laborer who fell

tnrougb the hatchway In the sugar rertnery at tbe
foot of Ninth street, died yesterday and Coroner
Nolan was requested to nold an luquest.
Beiore Judge Gilbert, in the Supreme Court yes¬

terday, a motion was made to amend the con*
plaint in the suit of j&aie E. Georgl against Le»
poid Georgi, on tie ground or abauuonmeut. The
Court reserved Its decision.
Frederick Schelllng. the man who fell from the

third floor of De Castro ft Donnor's sugar refinery
to the ground floor, through a hatchway, on "lues-
day, aid noi breathe ins last until yesteruay morn¬
ing, his vitality astonishing the physicians.
Yesterday aiteruoon Mrs. William Blake, resid¬

ing at No, 100 Wyckoff street, Brooklyn, leit a cup
of hot tea wi bin rencn of her infant daughter Ke
becca, aged twenty-one months. The little one
drank a small quantity or the tea, audit was so
hot that sue died » lew moments afterward. Oj&
oner Simmons was notified to hold an inquest.

STATEN ISLAND.

Large haul* or shad are still made dally by tM
SUtea Island flsherraeu, and car;loads ofthear
are sent to Fulton Market.
Aicenslon Day aerrleea were held la a numbei

of the churcbcs <>n staten island yesterday, and
tue public schools were cloaca.
Yesterday morning tbere were nine square-

rigged and eleven lora-aud-aft vessels at aochot
offstaten I<Un<l, most oi them oound out and da-
tained by southerly winds.

i lie Quarantine Commissioners now bold meet

tags dally, excepting Sundays and holidays, and
will continue to do so caring thn quarantine
season, which ends on tbe llth 01 auvotuoer.
Drs. Anderson and Lea beid tbe autopsy and ia-

qnest uiion tbe oodr or Frank McAdams, who dle4
at Police lieadquarters, staplcton, on Wednesday
evening. The verdict was that he died Torn the
excessive u-e of liquor. Tbe body was yesterday
taken by McAdarn*' fatner ana interred in su
I'eier's burying ground.
Mr. Julius Credo, Treasurer of Edgewater, will

commence the sales of property for unpaid taxee
at tbe Village Ilall, Stapietoa, on Wednesday nest.
Many delluquen',8 have already paid the back
taxes, and mo<t or the property disposed of at :ast
year's *a.e has been redeemed »v tbe o«ner*
upon payineut ui cos;* and naeeu per cent.

NEW JERSEY.

The annual meeting of tbe Essex County Beart
of Cnoscn Freeholders was held yesterday in tie
Court House at Newark, when the present Hoard
wound up us airiii's. preparatory to a Seal
adjournment next ween.

PROFITABLE BOND-AGE.

The Aquednet Board of the ctty or Newark, which
consist* of three republicans and three democrat^
with thi Mayor of the city President ex officio,
have recently issued bonds to tbe value of
1500,000. For these bids were opened on Wedne*-
day. one lane financial mat nation of Newark
offered to take up the wnole half million at par)
but tho Board thoujriit it c >uld do better, and it
did. It Issued #140,000 worth only, and lor these
receive I b>4 i-io. the last sale or bead* realised
only 97, so that it would seem "be confidence in
the cut securities is improving rather than decay¬
ing. ihe pureaaaing party is a New York firm.

EXCITEMENT IN A CEMETERY.

The Delaware and Lackawanna Railroad Com*
pan y being about to use a corner of tbe old Catfe*
one cemetery adjoining tbe Bergen Tnnnei in Jer*
sey City, tne removal of the bodies la tbe tr*ne-
(erred portion commence i a few days since. This
was not generally known till yesterday, when
several hundred persons s< mbled in the ceme¬

tery amid «ruai indignation and excitement. TIM
workmeu de l from the place, and several ef tbe
boxes that bad been brought to receive the moald*
erinx remains were smashed by me crowd. Antry
threats were uttered, ,»nd a fierce determinatloa
was mamresteu to prevent the lurther progress
of the work. The angry multitude would listen
to no remonstrance.
The other side oi the case is that a small cornet

ot the southwest side was condemned In the
usual leg , l form lor tne uae of the rail roan com¬
pany as it is absolutely indispensable to the nrog.
re-- - Oi t heir road, iim re Is not a single irrave or
lauiiiy lot on tii" plot so condemned and tne uiost
scrupttiuns care h.-s fteeu exercised tnat the re¬
main- ol the cleaa *l»omd t>e treated wltu chris¬
tian decency ana respect, mc removals are made
under tne direction and at tne expense oi tne
cemetery committee, acting on uehaifof bishop
Corrigan. Tne remains were interred in another
section. Wherever it was possible to ascertsln
tne names oi me relatives of the dead they were
notified, but as the imatin question is what l«
termod "poor groand'* 'ins was iniprsotlcaol*, ex-
cent in a iew instance*, as a prooi taut tin-cem*-
ter» committee are prepared to satisfy mo sur-
vivuig relatives 1.1 this iespeet, furuer removal*
will oe stopped lor si.me uiivs and all rea«nnai>i*
remonstrances will receive due onsmeratiee.
Notice to tins effect wni be read In all the Catfcvlft
chnrmies In Jersey City next s»uada».


